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treasnxy Aeparctment, 
Buvean of the Mint, 


CAashington, H.6., March 26,1896. 


Herman Kretz Esq., 
Superintendent, U. S, Mint, 
Philadelphia, Pennusylavnia. 
Sir: 

Referring to your letter of yesterday in reply to mine of the 
24th instant, requesting copies of contracts made with the Scovill 
Manufacturing Company in 1891 and 1892, I would state that I find, 
upon examination that under date of January 15, 1891, the Director 
directed the Superintendent to enter into a new contract with the 
Scovill Manufacturing Co., in terms similar to the contract of 
March 20, 1890, but I cannot find from the records of the Bureay 
that this new contract was ever forwarded for approval. 

In regard to the contract for 1892, I would state that I 
find upon examination, that all the bids received and opened on the 
18th of August of that year were nearly 50 percent. higher than the 
bids for blanks purchased under the contracts of 1890 and 1891 and 
were declined. It appears that after some correspondence, the then 
Director agreed to receive the blanks from the Scovill Manufacturing 
Co., at the old rates, viz: 19.94¢ for one-cent blanks and 31.947 
for five-cent blanks. From this, I am under the impression that no 
formal contract was entered into in 1892, as the records of this 
Bureau do not show that any such contract was ever forwarded for 


the approval of the Director. 
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I would, however, be very glad to obtain a copy of the con- 


tract of 1891 as I feel almost sure that a contract was executed. 
Respectfully yours, 


4 ” lace 


Director of theMint. 








NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 193 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
March 26, 1896 


Herman Kretz Esq., 
Superintendent, U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 


Sir: 


Referring to your letter of yesterday in reply to mine of the 24th instant, requesting copies 
of contracts made with the Scovill Manufacturing Company in 1891 and 1892, I would state that 
I find, upon examination that under date of January 15, 1891, the Director directed the 
Superintendent to enter into a new contract with the Scovill Manufacturing Co., in terms similar 
to the contract of March 20, 1890, but I cannot find from the record of the Bureau that this new 
contract was ever forwarded for approval. 


In regard to the contract for 1892, I would state that I find upon examination, that all the 
bids received and opened on the 18th of August of that year were nearly 50 percent. higher than 
the bids for blanks purchased under the contracts of 1890 and 1891 and were declined. It appears 
that after some correspondence, the then Director agreed to receive the blanks from the Scovill 
Manufacturing Co., at the old rates, viz: 19.94 cents for one-cent blanks and 31.94 cents for five- 
cent blanks. From this, I am under the impression that no formal contract was entered into in 
1892, as the records of this Bureau do not show that any such contract was ever forwarded for 
the approval of the Director. 


I would, however, be very glad to obtain a copy of the contract of 1891 as I feel almost 
sure that a contract was executed. 


Respectfully yours, 
R.E. Preston 
Director of the Mint. 


